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ABSTRACT 
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for continuing and expanding such centers in other cities. Appendixes 
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preface; 



For many years, Ctillfornla's Catholic School Administrators have been 
aware of the quality of education provided by Catholic school personnel 
for disadvantaged children of the Inner-cities. 

Public school educators often have discounted the superior academic 
performance of parochial school youngsters by claiming that parochial 
schools were highly selective In their enrollment policies. Last 
summer's ^^Rlght to Read'^ project proves that parochial school personnel 
have significant success with Inner-clt^’ youth who are Identified as 
^^below grade level ' by their public school principals. 

Parochial schools have hundreds of educational plants In California's 
disadvantaged neighborhoods. Professional educators who staff 
parochial Inner-city schools are anxious to maximize their service to 
the community. Last summer's ^^Rlght to Read" project proves the 
capability and feasibility of utilizing the nonpublic school sector 
for Inner-city remedial work. 

The federal government has a legltimute concern In the education of the 
Nation's youth. With some widespread dissatisfaction with the success 
of public education for Inner-city youth, attempts to Improve student 
performance through contracts with private firms have been encouraged. 
Lasc summer's "Right to Read" project proves that nonpublic school 
educators perform outstandingly at mVnlmal cost. Under achieving stu- 
dents showed a semester's progress In five weeks at a cost of only 
$ 77 . 00 . 

Special credit for the success of last summer's project and the pre- 
paration of this report Is due to: Sister Bernadette Giles, P.B.V.M, 

and Miss Patricia M. Dlgnan. Thelt efforts, above and beyond the . 
regular workday of the project, are anothei example of the dedication 
of California's nonpublic school personnel \o Inner-city youth. 



Jo:^epi\ P. McElllgott 
Education Representative 
CitholAc Schools of California 
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CHAPTER ONE 



ORIGIN AHD DEVELOPMENT OF C\LIFORNIA RIGHT- TO- READ PROJECT - 1970 

Early in 1970, the Education Progress Center of the Archdiocese 
of San Francisco submitted a proposal to the United States Commissioner 
of Education for a summer research project in the teaching of reading 
to inner-city children • 

The purposes of the project were three-fold: 

1* To assess the feasibility of utilizing Catholic parochial 
school personnel as volunteer workers conducting summer 
reading Intervention programs 

2p To Improve the reading skills of 330 educationally 

disadvantaged youth recruited for a suniner program from 
Inner-city public, parochial, and private schools 

3. To disseminate results of a pilot study for replication 
by parochial personnel In other cities of the United States 

The proposal was prepared by Mr* Joseph McElllgott, Education 
Representative of the Catholic schools of California* On January 12, 
1970, the proposal was transmitted to Commissioner James E. Allen and 
Dr. Glenn C. Boerrlgter of the United States Department of Health, 
Education and Welfare by Reverend Bernard A. Cummins, Superintendent 
of Schools of the Archdiocese of San Francisco. 

The proposal re<^uested $40,000 In Federal funds to be used for 
the following purposes: 

1. Planning and organizing the project In cooperation with 
public school districts * 

i. Recruiting volunteer personnel as administrators, teachers, 
and aides 

3. Conducting a pilot reading program affecting 330 lnn?r-clty 
children in grades 1 througih 8 

4. Evaluating pupil progress a*^d program organization 

3. Disseminating project results 



The unique feature of the proposal wan the use of volunteer 
parochial school teachers who would receive a modest stip>^nd for their 
maintenance during the period of their summer service » but no salary. 
Religious instruction was not included as part of the program. 
Educationally disadvantaged students were to be recruited from public, 
parochial, and private schools without reference to their creed, race, 
or place of national origin* Four fully equipped parochial elementary 
schools located in target areas of San Francisco and Los Angeles were 
offered as sites for the summer project* 

Upon approval of the project by the Bureau of Research of the 
United States Office of Education, the project director proceeded to 
implement the details of the proposal. These included the following: 

1. Tlie establishment of an advisory board 

2* The establishment of a project planning task force 

3. The selection of the sites for the summer schools 

4. The selection of principals, teachers, and volunteer workers 

3. The establishment of criteria for the recruitment of students 

6. The recruitment and screening of students foi: the summer 
project 

Letters were sent to the pastors and principals of schools in the 
target areas of San Francisco and Los Angeles, explaining the goals of 
the project and asking for bids for the use of school facilities during 
the summer. The four schools selected by the project director were the 
following: 

1. St* Agnes School, 735 Ashbury Street, San Francisco 

2* St* Joseph School, 220<-10th Street, San Francisco 

3. St. Michael School, 45 Farallones Avenue, San Francisco 

4. Our Lady, Queen of Angela School, 725 Hill Street, 

Los Angeles 

A project coordinator, project leaders, and a coordinator of 
volunteers were recruited. They in turn proceeded to sensen principals 
and teachers to staff the summer schools* Principals were expected to 
have a minimum of two years experience In Inner-city teaching. Teachers 
were required to have proven capabilities In reading instruction with 
Q disadvantaged children. 



The following characteristics of students were established 
as criteria for the selection of students for the program: 

1. One year or more below grade level In reading 

2. Absence of serious emotional or physical handicaps 

3. Potential to reach grade level achievement In reading 

4. Parental commitment for child's regular attendance In 
summer session 

Project leaders and the coordinator of volunteers prepared and 
disseminated Information to both public and non*publlc schools In the 
areas selected for the summer project. The administrators of the 
program In San Francisco had the additional services of the program 
assistant to non*publlc schools under Title I of the ESEA program 
operated by the San Francisco Unified School District. 

A total of 622 application forms were screened In anticipation of 
an enrollment of 550 students. The final selection of students for 
testing was made 5y school principals » based upon their personal knowl- 
edge of the applicants from their respective schools* and their con- 
formity to the above-mentioned criteria for eligibility. For several 
reasons no requests were made for pupil IQ scores or achievement levels 
In reading and math: 

1. The gathering of such data by teachers and administrators 
at the end of the school year could be a deterrent to the 
total recruitment process 

2. .\cceptlng children without such data would eliminate the 
possibility of a pre-segregation process* Identifying 
children In advance as being more or less likely to 
succeed In the reading project 

Concurrent with the selection of staff* volunteers* ar.d students* 

: The selection by the program assistant of testing materials* and 
reading and math curriculum materials to be used In the project* as well 
as the setting-up of the In-service training program called for in the 
project proposal. 

TVo Important developments took place In the volunteer 
recruitment program: 

1. The hiring of teen-age volunteers through the Neighborhood 
Youth Corps program* thereby providing work opportunities 
for disadvantaged Innev-clty youth 
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2. The establishment of a working relationship with the 
education department of the University of San Francisco 
whereby the Universityi Laboratory Course on Reading In 
the Elementary School was based at St. Agnes School. 

Graduate students in the class were given the opportunity 
to work with children in the Right-tc-Read program^ under 
the direction of their professor and in collaboration with 
the master teachers staffing the summer center. 

Evaluation services were provided by a volunteer graduate 
student at San Francisco State College » whose identification with and 
contribution to the program were approved by the proper authorities of 
the college. 

The summer project proceeded on schedule. The in-service 
training program began on June 22 and continued through June 24. The 
two days following were given to individual testing of the children. 

Five weeks of instruction and addition'll In-service training followed. 

The program culminated with two days of post-testing of students and three 
days of evaluation by teachers and staff of the total program. 

The following is a summary of the results of the California 
Right*to-Read Project: 

1. 302 children completed the five weeks reading interven- 
tion program 

2. Of this nuc^eti 52 (10%) were Caucasians and the remaining 
450 (90%) were members of minority groups » mainly Negroes 
and children with Spanish surnames 

3. According to the Gates-McGlnitle pre- and post- testing 
results I the average gain in reading was 5.1 months, or 
approximately one semester in the five-weeks' instruction 
period 

4. According to the Wide Range Achievement Test pre- and post- 
testing reading scores, the average gain was 9.1 months 
during the instruction period 

5. The average growth in reading for children using the 
Sullivan materials was 5«5 books 

6. According to the WRAT pre- and post- testing mathematics 
scores, the average gain was 7 months, or the equivalent of 
more than a semester's progress in math 



?• The average growth in mathematics for children using 
the Sullivan materials was 2 books 

8. The per capita coat to the Federal government was 
$79.66 per student 

It is clear from the above statistics that th^ California 
Right*to*Read project achieved the goals for which it was created; 

1« A total of 35 parochial school teachers » receiving an 
allowance of $75 per week» served 502 children In the 
summer reading Intervention project 

2. The reading and nath skills of the enrollecs advanced 

i>y a gain of more than 3 weeks » the time allotted for the 
instructional part of the program 

3. The students came from bo^h public and non-*public schools. 
In the San Francisco area the distribution was approxi-* 
mately one-half public school (49%) ani one-half (31%) 
non-public school children* In Los Angeles » the majority 
of children were drawn from non-public schools (S?5%) and 
the remaining 5% from public schools. 

4. The project served inner-city children, 90% of whom were 
identified as members of minority groups, and the remain- 
ing 10% as Caucasians living in poverty areas of the 
cities 

5* Local institutions of higher learning were participants 
in the program, as recommended in the project proposal 

6« Volunteers were recruited from among community residents 
and parents of the children 

7* Evaluation scheduled were used at every phase of the proj- 
ect, beginning with the in-service training program, and 
covering all categories of participants, as well as 
student progress and attitudes, and the materials selected 
for testing and curriculum 

8. Summary reports were prepared for the Federal government 
funding the project and disseminated to all Catholic 
school departments of education throughout the United 
States 
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The chapters which follow contain the details of the organiza- 
tion of the California Rlght-to-Read project, curriculum materials used, 
successful classroom procedures followed, and other pertinent data con- 
sidered to be of value In directing Catholic school departments of 
education In the future in the setting-up of similar reading inter- 
vention projects. Special attention will be given to recommendations 
made by participants In the 1970 program In the hope that their experi- 
ences as pioneers In a pilot program will open up the way to even more 
successful summer sessions during the years to come- 
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CHA3?TER TWO 



PROCEDURES AI^D METHODS USED XN THE CALIFORNIA RIGHT-IO-READ PROJECT 
A. ESTABLISHMENT OF AN ADVISOUY BOARD 



Immediately upon confirmation of the approval of the California 
Ri^t*to-Read Project » the project director moved to set up an ad* 
visory board as provided for in the project proposal* Letters were 
sent to the following organizations: 

San Francisco Teachers Assocation 

San Francisco Federation of Teachers 

San Francisco Unified School District 

California State Department of Education 

San Francisco College for Women 

Bank of America 

Pacific Telephone Company * 

All but two of the above groups sent a representative to an ad* 
visory board meeting which was held at one of thu proposed centers in 
March t 1970* 

rhe advisory board approved the following procedures as outlined by 
the project director: 

Selection of staff 
Selection of students 

Selection of center schools and feeder schools 

Purchasing of materials 

Articulation with non*poblic schools 

In-service education 

Final evaluation of the project 

It it* significant that from the outset of the program, non*public 
school representatives and representatives from teacher;! 'groups were 
included in the planning phase of the project* At no time were there 
fears expressed that the program would interfere with the suimiter 
schools proposed by the local school districts* At no time was there 
any hostility to the idea of parochial school teachers volunteering 
their professional nervices to public school children during the sunoer* 

One of the members of the advisory board returned as keynote speaker 
for the in-servicc training program* A progress report was sent to mem* 
bers of the board during the month of July, but it was not considered 
necessary to call a second meeting of the advisory board once the proj- 
ect had been launched. 



* See Appendix A-C 



